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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 26 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Canada et al (US 6,301,514). 

Regarding claim 26, Canada teaches a polling method for use in communicating 
information from a plurality of wireless transceiver units to a wireless base unit (see fig.1 
and see fig.2, antenna 406 for wireless connection), the wireless transceiver units and 
wireless base unit having a broadcast channel available there between (also see fig.1), 
the polling method comprising: sending an information request message over a 
broadcast channel for receipt by a plurality of wireless transceiver units (see column 10, 
lines 36-57), and receiving information from each available wireless transceiver unit at 
random points in time (see column 14, lines 14-17, see "at any time") over a shared 
channel (see column 1 1 , lines 48-51 ) in response to sending the information request 
message (see column 9, lines 30-43). 

Regarding claim 27, Canada further teaches the information comprises status 
information (see column 10, lines 36-44). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-3, 8-11, 15-17 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Canada et al (US 6,301,514) in view of Fiorletta (US 5,289,160). 

Regarding claims 1, 9, and 28, Canada teaches a polling method for use in 
communicating information from a wireless transceiver unit to a wireless base unit (see 
column 1 lines 15-23), the polling method comprising: receiving an information request 
message over a wireless communication channel (see column 9, lines 30-43 and 
column 10 lines 36-57), sending information in response to the information request 
message (also see column 10 lines 36-57). 

Canada does not specifically disclose repeating the receiving and sending on a 
regular basis. 

Fiorletta teaches repeating the receiving and sending on a regular basis (see 
column 8, lines 62-67, column 14, lines 4-10 and column 9, lines 57-61). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention was made to provide the teaching of Fiorletta into the system of Canada 
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so that transmit and listen intervals occurring periodically and information can be 
updated. 

Regarding claims 2 and 10, the combination of Canada and Fiorletta further 
teaches initiating the repeated receiving and sending in response to a detected problem 
(see Fiorletta, column 8, lines 62-67, column 14, lines 4-10 and column 9, lines 57-61). 

Regarding claims 3 and 1 1 , the combination of Canada and Fiorletta further 
teaches detecting a problem, sending a problem detection message in response to 
detecting the problem, and initiating the repeated receiving and sending in response to 
the problem detection message (see Fiorletta, column 8, lines 62-67, column 14, lines 
4-10 and column 9, lines 57-61). 

Regarding claims 8 and 17, Canada further teaches the information request 
message comprises data indicative of a requested information type and the information 
sent corresponds to the requested information type (see column 9 lines 30-43). 

Regarding claim 15, Canada further teaches receiving the information from each 
one of the wireless transceiver units at random points in time (see abstract, "the system 
is communicating at any given time"). 

Regarding claim 16, Canada further teaches sending the polling request 
message comprises broadcasting it for receipt by a plurality of wireless transceiver units 
(see column 9, lines 30-43), the polling method further comprising: receiving information 
from each one of the wireless transceiver units at random points in time over a shared 
channel (see column 14, lines 14-17). 
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5. Claims 5 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Canada et al (US 6,301 ,514) in view of Jones (US 5,809,31 1 ). 

Regarding claims 5 and 14, Canada teaches detecting that a power failure has 
occurred (see column 14 lines 53-57). 

Canada does not specifically disclose initiating the repeated receiving and 
sending in response to detecting that the power failure has occurred. 

Jones teaches initiating the repeated receiving and sending in response to 
detecting that the power failure has occurred (see column 10, lines 34-38 and column 
13 lines 1-9). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention was made to provide the teaching of Jones into the system of Canada 
in order to provide a polling method during a power outage. 

6. Claims 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Canada et al (US 6,301 ,514) in view of Serikawa et al (US 6,347,092). 

Regarding claim 18, Canada teaches a polling method for use in communicating 
information from a wireless transceiver unit to a wireless base unit (see abstract and 
column 1, lines 15-23), the polling method comprising: detecting that a power failure 
involving a wireless transceiver unit has occurred (see column 16, lines 18-48) and 
polling the wireless transceiver unit for information in response to detecting that the 
power failure has occurred (also see column 16, lines 18-48). 
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Canada does not specifically disclose tearing down a data traffic channel used by 
the transceiver unit in response to detecting. 

Serikawa teaches tearing down a data traffic channel used by the transceiver unit 
in response to detecting (see column 36, lines 49-58 and see column 19, lines 17 to 
column 20, lines 1). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention was made to provide the teaching of Serikawa into the system of 
Canada in order to prevent collision (see Serikawa, column 36, lines 49-58). 

Regarding claim 19, Canada further teaches polling comprises polling for 
information on a periodic basis (see column 16, lines 18-22). 

Regarding claim 20, Canada further teaches polling comprises sending an 
information request message to the wireless transceiver unit over a control channel (see 
column 9, lines 30-43 and column 10, lines 45-57). 

Regarding claim 21, Canada further teaches polling comprises sending an 
information request message (see column 9, lines 30-43) to the wireless transceiver unit 
and receiving information from the wireless transceiver unit, if available, in response to 
sending the information request message (see column 10, lines 36-44). 

7. Claims 4, 12, 13, 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Canada et al (US 6,301 ,514) in view of Cormier et al (US 3,688,274). 

Regarding claims 13 and 22, Canada teaches a polling method for use in 
communicating information from a plurality of wireless transceiver units to a wireless 
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base unit (see fig.1 and see column 10, lines 21-56), the wireless transceiver units and 
wireless base unit having one or more data traffic channels available for communicating 
high speed data there between (see fig.1). 

Canada does not specifically disclose detecting, on a data traffic channel, a 
communication failure involving a wireless transceiver unit, and polling the wireless 
transceiver unit for information in response to detecting the communication failure on 
the data traffic channel. 

Cormier teaches detecting, on a data traffic channel, a communication failure 
involving a wireless transceiver unit, and polling the wireless transceiver unit for 
information in response to detecting the communication failure on the data traffic 
channel (see column 8, lines 11-22). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention was made to provide the teaching of Cormier into the system of Canada 
so that the channel and control unit can jointly re-execute a command at the beginning 
of a CCW (see Cormier, column 8, lines 23-26). 

Regarding claims 4 and 12, the combination of Canada and Cormier further 
teaches detecting a communication failure on a data traffic channel, and initiating the 
repeated receiving and sending in response to detecting the communication failure (see 
(see Cormier, column 8, lines 11-22). 

Regarding claim 23, Canada further teaches polling comprises polling for 
information on a periodic basis (see column 16, lines 18-22). 
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Regarding claim 24, Canada further teaches polling comprises sending an 
information request message to the wireless transceiver unit over a control channel (see 
column 9, lines 30-43 and column 10 lines 45-57). 

Regarding claim 25, Canada further teaches polling comprises sending an 
information request message to the wireless transceiver unit; and receiving information 
from the wireless transceiver unit, if available, in response to sending the information 
request message (see column 9, lines 30-43 and column 10, lines 36-44). 

8. Claims 6, 7 and 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Canada et al (US 6,301 ,514) in view of Charmoff (US 4,266,271). 

Regarding claims 29 and 31 , Canada teaches a polling method for use in 
communicating information from a wireless transceiver unit to a wireless base unit (see 
fig.1), the polling method comprising: receiving an information request message over a 
broadcast channel (see column 9, lines 30-43 and column 10 lines 45-57), delaying for 
a time in response to receiving the information request message (see column 14, lines 
23-31), and sending information corresponding to the information request message (see 
column 9, lines 30-43) over a shared channel after delaying (see column 12, lines 47- 
51). 

Canada does not specifically disclose delaying for a random period of time in 
response to receiving the information request message and sending information 
corresponding to the information request message over a shared channel after delaying 
for the random period of time. 
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Chamoff teaches delaying for a random period of time in response to receiving 
the information request message (see column 34, lines 9-17) and sending information 
corresponding to the information request message after delaying for the random period 
of time (also see column 34, lines 9-17). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention was made to provide the teaching of Charmoff into the system of 
Canada in order to execute a random time delay routine which will delay the station's 
next response and prevent transmit at the same time. 

Regarding claims 6 and 7, the combination of Canada and Charmoff further 
teaches delaying a random period of time prior to sending the information (see 
Charmoff, column 34, lines 9-17). 

Regarding claims 30, Canada further teaches the information comprises status 
information (see column 10, lines 36-44 and column 15, lines 37-40). 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-31 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In light of applicant's arguments with respect to the rejection under 
Election/Restrictions, the examiner hereby withdraws the rejection under 
Election/Restrictions as stated in the previous Office action (dated 01/07/2004). 
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Conclusion 



10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nghi H. Ly whose telephone number is (703) 605-5164. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am-5:30 pm Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha Banks-Harold can be reached on (703) 305-4379. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Nghi H. Ly 





